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The great lakes of africa, near the lake of burundi, where a lot of people fish and drink the water, 
there seems to be a problem with burundi cooperating with the rest of the countries on the border of 
'the great lake.' 

Regarding fishing, burundi is landlocked, and only has this lake to fish in. if they were to put into 
the center of the lake a huge cage, where they could grow their own fish, in fact, where every 
african neighbor could groom their own fish, then there would be less fighting over this resource - a 
little trick i learned from oceanography, if i remember correctly. 

Then as for dumping of 'toxic stuff' into the lake, this coul dbe countered by dumping this refuse 
onto farm land, through a pipeline, this pipeline could be cheap to build, if they were to merely take 
a bulldozer and 'dig a river' towards these places that need water and 'biomass waste.' it is a known 
fact that we excrete some good things for the land, yes? 

In kenya, there is a health care strike going on. the doctors want more pay, and better working 
conditions, this merely calls on them to be resourceful, this service part of it, as, they could, for 
incubators, lay a babies cot with a electric blanket for the incubator replacement, for patients in the 
hospital, where there is not enough space, they could also lay a tent roof outside, and have them lie 
under there, in ten man tents or so? this would see them close to the hospital, and they could open 
the windows to get equipment for them to use. there are many other ideas out there, and i am sure 
the doctors could implement them with some sort of justification and certification from the hospital 
senior staff. 

As for their pay increase, they are demanding double their pay. this could be upped by having so 
many patients in the hospital, and, of course, upping the cost of services, which insurance pays for, 
for the wealthy, and the state pays for for the common people, this would mean that in common 
hospitals, they would merely be tying money up into the system, where the medication that costs 
more, is paid for by the state, and that would mean the doctors could be paid more, because, the 
state will be buying the medicine, which means the hospital pays more money, the doctors pay more 
taxes as they are in a new tax bracket, and that money will enrich the retail and services sector, 
where they will see more taxes gained through more being out there to gather moss with regular 
monies. 

So, the more they spend, the more they make back in taxes. 

There is a need for peace in africa, as, the reasons for war are because the people of africa are so 
'intolerant' of each other, i say this because i think that most conflicts begin with the people trying to 
fight over resources, and, allowing only those that share a common background with them to eat 
and drink with them, of course. 

So, to make sure that everything is given a chance to be discussed before a conflict erupts, maybe 
soldiers from each border should take up living with each other soldiers over the border? this would 
mean soldiers from country [a] would share bunks with those in country [b], and vice versa, this 
would definitely make them think twice before fighting, having 'the enemy' so close by. 

This would also lead to friendships and camaraderie with the the soldiers getting to relax, with the 
living conditions being made better, maybe even playing sports and stuff while before they had to 
be ready for an attack by the enemy? 



Maybe they could even cut back on soldiers, as there would be less need for them? maybe they 
could even all agree to put the weapons on the border, with two padlocks from each general to get 
the weapons? the prospect of not having any surprise attacks would mean that the focus could be 
taken off security and given to other areas in parliament too. 

There are problems in the gambia with the president jammeh, who lost an election last year, and 
there is supposed to be a new president to be sworn in soon, as afar as i am concerened, the whole 
parliament should ignore jammeh and continue as if the leader was the new president, this would 
see the countries people and leaders following the new president, while jammeh sits in parliament, 
stroking his hair, and having no authority, if the army gets involved, they can just ignore them too, 
simply continuing their business. 

All the new president needs is to be in charge of the country without the permission of jammeh. if 
the soldiers are all for their country first, is the country the people of the leaders? is the people they 
fight for in need of help, or is the leader in need of help? there is a new leader, for the people, and 
they need to support the new leader, elected by the people, for themselves and the people, who are 
the country. 

There is an old saying; "as the rich get richer, so the poor get poorer." this being true, means that 
africa and the world should move away from value added tax and bring back general sales tax. this 
will make things like bread and milk cheaper, while the rich that get richer will be able to afford the 
same things too. as for luxury goods, that the rich buy anyway, they will see a higher profit for the 
state as these things will have more tax placed on them. 

How will this affect the economy? well, if in america, more then eighty percent of the income tax 
comes from the wealthy only, then the sales tax on goods means they will be milked even more, but, 
what do the rich spend their money on? 

If the rich spend their money on the best appliances and assets, then they will see even more of 
their money slipping away, it has always been the intent of the state to take money from the rich, as 
they have more, and in america some of the wealthy say it is okay to tax them more, or, for them to 
contribute to charities, yes? if they were to, instead of contributing to charities, be taxed directly 
into welfare and social services, then all would be better. 

In africa and the near east, the easiest way to gather people to you is through sermons on sharia law. 
this speaks to people in a way, as if their whole moral perspective was at risk with the way they 
handle themselves, as, it was decreed by mohammed that sharia will rise, yet it has not, of course. 

This is why the state should play an active role in surveys to find why the people want it and are 
ready to join militias to fight for it. this would make people think about their lives, and, hopefully, 
they would find life is the way they want, regarding religion, at least. 

If it was found that the people want these laws, then maybe some of them can be slowly 
implemented? i am sure the leaders would, as they are also muslim, find that their own ways would 
be better if some of these laws were carried out, yes? it is common for the leaders to submit to the 
ways of the west, and, this often means immoral acts, mixed with african brutality and 
determination, could lead to a terrible set of encounters, resulting in, for lack of a better word, an 
insurgency. 


So, if the people want it, and the leaders see themselves living in a world they create and craft for 
the people, seeing themselves as prophets of mohammed, then they could carry out these surveys 



and change the laws and decrees of the land to be more like sharia law. the zealots must bear in 
mind that this takes time, but, maybe it is a reality that the leaders wish to give to them? i am sure 
there are some leaders that would like these things, but fear reprisals from the west, or, that the west 
would cease to do business with them, yes? this would only mean less business from businessmen 
that are religious - not many of them - and sanctions that would not affect them domestically in 
africa. 

Of course, the west does not mess with suadi arabia, where sharia is common, so what is to fear? 
the leaders should weight up the options for themselves - no insurgencies for as long as these laws 
are in place, or, the affects of putting them in place? 

When it comes to service delivery, i think something is massively wrong, i live in south africa, and 
there are fifty one million people living in south africa presently, if each person was to receive thirty 
thousand thousand rand's worth of services in a year, the cost would come to 300,000,000,000.00 
rand or three hundred billion rand's services a year, put into american dollars, it would cost 

15.000. 000.000.00 or fifteen billion dollars worth of services, this means that half of the countries 
economy is going... somewhere else! this figure includes salaries for those earning fifty thousand 
rand a year or so. 

So, if we were to stop the current rate of corruption from continuing, which is apparent, we should 
halve the amounts allocated to each department, at least, this would mean massive amounts of 
money for all involved, and, without corruption, we could pay off some of the national debt. 

Now, if we were to account for all income taxes coming in alone, there should be thirty million 
monthly paid staff, giving us, on average, one thousand rand a month, coming to 

360.000. 000.000.00 or three hundred and thirty billion in income tax a year, so, we could pay for 
the whole present state of things from income tax alone, yes? 

I am sure that this is due some more amount adjustments and scrutiny, as there are other incomes 
and maybe a few other costs involved, but, there seems to be something screwy going on. 

Medicine and biology. 

Recently there has been a outbreak of typhoid in Zimbabwe, in a small town, it is caused the same 
way diarrhea is caused, but is more sever, of course, now. let's get to this type of bacteria? 

The easiest way to knock this disease the hell out of the system is with antibiotics, but, we need 
something natural, as buying antibiotics and probiotics might be in short supply or too expensive, 
yes? 

So, we need to observe that this is a living disease, as all diseases and viruses are. while viruses are 
more primal, they react less and have a slower rate of infection, while the bacteria side of things are 
active and seem to be intelligent, choosing their path, as, they are more able than a virus. 

If we want to stop this bacteria, we need to, as with all usual cures for these diseases, kill the 
bacteria, the most common way to kill bacteria is with little lions - okay, jokes over, they are just 
little 'parasites,' okay? there are many parasites on the human body, but these ones cause harm with 
their lifestyles, secreting various things that harm us... i don't think they give a damn if we are 
harmed or not, they are not evil, they just give off toxic stuff that harms us. 

The bacteria in this case is caused by toxins, and these toxins give off other toxins, if you were to 
smoke lettuce, something clean, or smoke chilli peppers, or even normal peppers, these are 'clean,' 



yes? dirty disease, clean stuffy stuff, this will clean the system, just go to a pharmacy, read the 
ingredients on the box, go to google and find the generics of those, and you are all set! 


But, let's talk about these bacteria some more? they obviously want to get along, maybe there is a 
way to reunite them with other toxins for a 'family ho down?' if only we could flush them out our 
system into a toilet, of course... maybe we could do this by observing our stomach's digestive 
system - hey, there it is! stomach acids - something i have not used for a long time, ingested or 
injected through a tiny needle that will not hurt anybody will ignore these things and attack the 
toxins, as the stomach has natural defenses against toxins and the like, yes? 

Now, simply put, the breathing in of gases of 'these clean things' will clean your system faster than 
any natural remedy will do if you eat it, as, there is very little filtering of the lungs, as when you run 
out of air, you die quickly! in contrast the stomach - a popular destination for tablets - processes the 
stuff slowly, yes? 

I am having great fun writing about health care again, and decided to try my theories on biology to 
see if i get the gist of it? the way i see biology, is, basically, the body is made of nerves, that feel 
things and react to them, if you have, for example, a eye, it feels light and tells your brain, also a 
nerve what it is feeling, by relaying this information onto it. the processes involved are, eye feels 
light, nervous system feels eyes, brain feels nervous system, yes? on the other hand, a finger's 
movements, how can i say a finger is a nerve too? surely it is a muscle? in fact, it is a collection of 
nerves, from nervous system feels brain, finger feels nervous system, see? 

So, how does this all fit together? we have organs and other stuff too, like hair and nails, yes? well, 
nails are deadened nerves, they feel very little, whereas a hair feels all to sensitively, this is because 
we have been using our hands for so long, that the tips have a protective covering, the hair, on the 
other hand, is all over our bodies - even mom's legs! yuck! they feel things by being very soft, softer 
then your eyes, by the way, as they are supposed to feel their way around for you, to collect food - 
something i am sure life is about, eating, mating and seeking shelter or rest, yes? 

Now, the bodies we have have organs too, these are just big nerves, if we were to observe that the 
organ is merely jerking around reacting to various stimulus, like the nervous system, the system is 
telling the, for example, heart, what it is feeling, and the heart reacts to the charge of the signal - 
like circuitry, this circuitry, or, 'nervous system of hairs,' is very sensitive, and travels inside our 
spines i think, this will also tell the stomach, in our example, it must contract as there are pretty 
women around, yes? so, everything in our bodies reacts, because they are nerves, because they are 
specialized. 

~ Let me put it this way, does everything work? is anything broken? are they all working together 
for the reasons i suggested, or are they all going a.w.o.l. and doing there own thing? the only 
explanation must be that they are either taking things in, the brain is processing what they feel, 
every sensation, on an emotional level, and then sending charges back to the organs or whatever. 

Medicine and biology is all about human health care, if we were to observe that there are some 
diseases that over time we have gotten used to, like the flu, we could safely say that over time we 
could become immune to any disease, yes? 

This brings me to my next point, 'aging processes.' if we were to put a bit of human biomass inside 
a test tube we could age it with any disease on it, yes? this would show us what the body is doing to 
combat the disease, generation through generation, and then we could simply keep putting human 
biomass together with these diseases to see how they react, of course. 



The goal of all of this will be to see how the body naturally fights these diseases over time, and, 
speeds it up dramatically, then, we could take the byproducts and use them to create a 'chemical 
cure' for the disease, of course. 

Another thing to remember about diseases is that they just want to reproduce, this is constant in 
everything that lives - people reproduce, animals reproduce, cells reproduce and even elements laid 
into water or other elements will seek to dominate the system, or, splay out, reminding me of 
reproduction you could say. so, it stands to reason to say that everything wants to dominate the rest 
of the world or habitat, as that is seen as security, yes? 

If we were to observe this 'reproduction' we might ask why it happens? why does everything want 
to dominate all of everywhere? think of predators and herbivores - the herbivores and predators 
fight to dominate their habitat, and leave when things seem to not go their way, so, it is about 
resources - that they want food or whatever it is they gather, plentifully, in the habitat, of course, 
this now reminds me of a fire, that seeks to eat away at everything that it possibly can, as quickly as 
possible. 

This means that diseases merely want to exploit the body to secure for itself great dominance and 
needs from the body, this would mean that if we were to keep feeding the diseases, they will 
continue to reproduce, yes? how do we feed ourselves without feeding the diseases when they eat 
away at us? 

Now, if we were to only eat vitamin supplements, these chemicals or generics could be used to 
suffocate the disease while feeding us. this would get rid of any disease - simply by using chemicals 
directly fed to the system, where they are used by cells that cannot benefit the diseases, we could 
really make a new way, hopefully? all we need to do is research this avenue. 

State taxes and money. 

I find that import taxes really put things back a lot. getting goods into the country relies on import 
taxes, and, this will limit the amount of goods that get into the country to get taxed more for sales 
tax, yes? this means the state stands to make more in taxes through having an equal amount of 
money, or, even more, from the private sector, to get the goods into the country, and then tax them 
more once they are there. 

Let me see if i can put this into a formula? 

[x goods - y import taxes] * [z sales tax], this means that if the import taxes are set at 10 percent, 
and, the sales tax is set at 12 percent, obviously you make more from an equal amount to be sold, 
yes? 

Of course, if we were to reverse this formula for the imports to incorporate exports, we could say 
that the less tax we put on manufacturing, the more gets manufactured and sold, if you were to tax 
raw materials, for example, 10 percent, and tax sales by 12 percent, nearly the same formula would 
apply; 

[x raw materials - y tax for raw materials] * [z sales tax]. 

So, the less they pay for raw materials, the more gets produced, the more there is to tax at a higher 
rate, yes? the advantage of this is that the customer gets taxed for imports, which can be set low too, 
to encourage the production of goods locally, boosting employment, boosting income tax levels, 



which boosts the rate of pay for the people, which boosts the rate of expenditure to be taxed on from 
the citizen to the state. 

If it comes down to taxation, the only way the state gets money is through taxes, that said, there is 
incentive to sell as a hawker if the person wants to escape taxation, but then it goes to a bank, yes? 
at this level, little can be done to garner a few hundred thousand rand a year through hawking taxes, 
of course, as it will take too long and get too little. 

So, we need to tax the private sector and the public sector, but, taxing the public sector really just 
increases stresses on the public sector's manpower, of course, if the state was to stop income tax on 
public sector staff, they would lose some money, but, comparing this to sales tax for goods where 
the citizen pays more taxes in total for the goods, while having a choice where to spend it, would 
suite them nicely, and, they would complain less, higher costs of goods - less income tax, of course. 

Let's see where else we could make changes for the taxation of of the country and make more out? 
there must be something more? if we were to observe the rate of taxes, there would be 100% 
income tax rates with sales tax resulting in less than 100% of what is left after income tax. this 
means that spending 100% of a 100% to be taxed on, and, somehow the same comes through, yes? 
let me put this into two formulas, the first is [1] income tax followed by sales tax, the second is [2] 
no income tax followed by sales tax, yes? 

[1] [(x) income - (a) income tax] - [(b) purchases / (d) sales tax], 

[2] (x) income - [(a) purchases / (d) sales tax]. 

As we can see, there is more to be taxed on in two, and, that will result in more money for 
everyone, the state will see the full remuneration or money coming back to them and more 
economic growth too. 

Previously i found that reducing taxes to an ideal rate of one thirty percent for five tax points or so, 
resulting in a tax rate of six percent at each point, leading to sixty percent every month was 'ideal.' 
this is a lot to make off the private sector at each point, and leaves the citizen hardly feeling the 
pinch, of course, if the tax rates were any lower, there would hardly be any taxes incoming, and, if 
they were higher they would bring in less; i will show you what i mean now. 

If the tax rate is ten percent, and the citizen spends all their [2000] money, the state makes [200], if 
the tax rate is five percent and the citizen spends all their [2000] then the state makes [100], yes? 
but, lets split it up into five points? 

1. a) [2000] - [400 * 5] in expenditure leaves ten percent taxes being [40 * 5] = [1800] spent into 
the private sector and [200] spent in taxes, yes? 

2. b) [2000] - [420 * 5] in expenditure leaves five percent taxes being [20 * 5] = [1900] spent into 
the private sector and [100] spent in taxes, yes? 

~ By now you might be wandering where this is going? all i have done so far is show how the 
private sector benefits from this lower tax rate, yes? but, the private sector gets taxed on things too, 
and, now they have more money to spend on things they spend sales tax for, or retail tax and all that 
stuff, okay? thing is, they spend all their money on goods coming in, new goods, and so forth. 


l.b) [1800 / 10%] * [5 tax points] = 900 going to the state at this point at various tax points. 



2.b) [1900 / 5%] * [5 tax points] = 1900 or so going to the state at this point, though sales tax, retail 
tax and other taxes at various points. 


As you can see the rate of renumeration is higher with less taxes, as, the business gets more from 
the customers not having to pay tax, allowing them to buy more goods for sale, and them picking up 
the bill for the goods and creating more tax monies. 

I have been thinking of how prices will rise if everyone is earning more, and, this will impoverish 
everyone from a certain point down, so, the more you earn the more stuff costs, which leads to no 
benefit for anyone, as the people selling goods will also have to buy the goods of others, of course. 

So, what is the solution to this problem? we cannot have a ten percent wage increase each year 
where prices also rise by ten percent each year, can we? when the price of oil goes up the cost of 
transporting the goods goes up, so the price of the goods goes up too. it would be unfair to make the 
transporting sector bear the weight of the oil by themselves, but, maybe there is an alternative? 

If the oil price goes up, the transport people will be able to transport less for the same amount of 
money, which means the supply goes down! this would mean that the price of goods will go up, as 
making the same amount of sales figures will be on the sales people, so that is no good, if the 
people that own the oil and sell it recognized that the price of goods around them will also go up, 
maybe they would keep the price of oil the same, for the sake of everyone else, but, then the prices 
will still go up due to increased supply of financing. 

This means the state needs to get involved, if people really want to see change, they should freeze 
the prices of goods, which means the retail sector will take a knock, but, not the employees of the 
retailer, as, they get to buy these goods too. this will encourage owners to branch out to make more 
outlets for more income, which will mean that supply will go up and prices will come down, of 
course this means that there is less incentive to sell goods, which means there needs to be less 
taxation on the goods, which comes from the state - maybe they could lower taxes by a few points 
for the retailers, as they are the only ones hit by this? 

This is my only solution i can see to this problem, there seems to be no other way to improve the 
lifestyles and standard of living for everyone other than to bring the law into it. this will only take a 
few hours to be drawn up, and then the country will start improve economically. 

Reversing desertification. 

There is a great abundance of places to live in the world, but, eventually we will have used all of the 
space up, in a hell of a long time, if we were to look at the uninhabitable areas of the desert in 
africa, north america and the near east, among other areas, then we would have a lot of great places 
to live that will yield great wheat crops for us if we were to reverse the desertification of these 
areas. 

The first thing that comes to mind is a desalination plant on the coasts of these areas, huge beaches 
nobody will ever use converted in places for water collection - maybe we could place these plants 
along the coast 'near the rocks' where people cannot swim anyways? the high temperature is good 
for growing certain types of crops, and, why not grow them there? they will be close to the coast 
and will be easy to transport from place to place, of course. 

Then, what about inland? if we were to flush sewerage out these places, the land will absorb what 
is left in the poop and then start to grow all sorts of things, for a while, it is said life will succeed in 



any climate, and, with the deserts gaining ground all through africa, for example, we could merely 
flush these places with life giving... things! 


If we were to develop a new type of earthworm, one with no natural predators in the desert, then 
we could make this land a lot more hospitable or inclined to living things and life, this would be 
where we take this flush story for about two months, then throw a few earthworms out there to 
cultivate 'this stuff' so that it will be something the earthworms can do something with, yes? this 
will slowly advance the encroaching lush environment slowly from coast inland, and, then we can 
groom these areas for anything we really want. 

Culture and laws. 

Each region of the world has a culture particular to it, and, there are influences on that region 
changing it slowly, quickly or just plain 'defying it.' when people from another culture come to a 
region that is under the influence of another culture, that they have different lifestyles and values 
and such, then there is change in that culture, like a new type of food for the stomach to process, 
sometimes, there will be hostility towards the 'new food,' but otherwise they may accept and try to 
understand them, all the while either trying to change to be like them if they are 'successful,' or 
trying to change them to be more like the majority if the majority sees itself as being more 
'successful.' 

This is because people like to see what they want to see around them, this is because in a culture 
dominated by males, they like to lead, and, feel those living with them that do not follow are rebels, 
yes? that said, there is often posturing from both sides as to how successful their culture is, no? 

So, all cultures strive for the same things, that being similar to a economic budget - these address 
the similar problem of each country, and, having similar problems, they must have similar goals, of 
course, having similar goals, and having different ways to attain or get them, means that we are all 
human with the same values, in the end. 

Why are cultures sometimes so different? well, some of them see what happens when you 
'progress,' and they do not like the end result they see in other cultures, this is because of 'relay 
culture,' where the leaders will show them piety or patronage instead of banking on inheritance - 
this is where you seek to please the elders instead of using them like int he west as some do, yes? 
they see these differences as being radical and they see homeless people, for example, thinking 
there is no place for them in that culture, or that it is wrong for this or that reason, and deny it. then 
they will protest too when this progressive, in the eyes of the first world, and sadistic in the eyes of 
the third world come to nest in the east and africa and so forth. 

Now, the advances in medicine and education are always welcomed, it is merely a state of love that 
they hold for the leaders that 'keeps them back,' as some would say. this means that due to certain 
results in the west, that they read about in the media, there will probably never be any western 
influence on the likes of the second and third world. 

So, we have found, over and over again, that different people have different ways of living, but, 
why? we, as computer using westerners think obviously everyone wants to be like us, yes? i mean, 
who wouldn't want to be like us? if we were to think of them hitting each other, and abused wives, 
we will find with a simple survey search, or search for figures, like statistics, you will find that there 
is less wife beating in the near, east, for example, than there is in the first world, as, there is a tighter 
sense of family - they have nothing else! 



If we were to ask why these horrible things happen in the west, and not in the east - the drugs are 
grown in the third world and consumed in the first world, then you will say that this is because of 
the gluttony factor of the first world - they never have enough of anything, us, yes? this is because 
the people in the third world have this whole trust and family thing going on for them while we are 
influenced by western media and the fantasies of the west, when we see media out of africa, i have 
seen only family dramas coming from the native cultures, while in the west it is about brutality - 
hell, i love the action movies more myself! that is because we have been exposed to them and have 
not rejected them, but consumed from a young age. this means that our fantasies reflect the values 
we have, and, that this ye old saying of how your parents bring you up is reflected in how you live 
must be true, who came up with it is beyond me, of course. 

Now, if we were to think about the ways of the east, they must be horrified by the west - wouldn't 
you be? you take 'a comic book' to the east with full on action and the like, and they will think it is 
magic, first of all, and then that it upsets them, yes? this is because they see real brutality - it is nice 
to sit back and watch the news calling all of them savages, but to actually experience these needs 
for resources, where a bag of rice is so precious, you will also at least fight over it, of course, this 
means they appreciate the things they have more - remember what i told you about 'gluttony?' 

I hope i have enlightened you a bit, or, you will tell me where i am wrong, in your experience, okay 
i will listen, with stats, you got a point if you do, and, with a combination of experience, stats and 
psychological theory preferred, please? 

With all that in mind we must remember that all societies strive for the same goals, yes? this is one 
of the aims of the united nations, to create a state of law where all people are represented and 
protected, of course, this would mean that nobody sees desperation around them, nobody sees 
poverty around them, there is as little suffering as possible, as, this is needed for a good lifestyle 
and productive workforce, to produce for their food and needs, and to be happy citizens. 

So, what else can be done? there are twenty five human rights chartered or listed by the united 
nations that seek to be a global standard, but they require funding to bring these rules to bear fruit, it 
is true that when rich people give money to charities, the charities squander the money, keeping as 
much of it for themselves as they can! this is apparent if you were to look at the amounts given to 
them, and the productivity of their efforts, yes? 

While it is true that the countries with money look after themselves first, there would be much 
more productivity by buying fishing rods or jobs for people rather than giving them lots of fish - 
wouldn't it be nice if the united nations set up a 'business development scheme' for the less 
developed nations of the world? this could be where they legally tax donations to charities, and use 
that money to develop businesses in the third world especially. 

Or, there could be a new body set up, that takes fifty cents from each person earning money in their 
own currency for the underdeveloped nations of the world to be developed, of course, this would 
see the world be flooded by about one billion dollars of business developments a year or so, where 
the amounts could easily be increased for the major donors of the developed world, a 'wealth tax' 
they could call it? this could quickly accelerate to thirty dollars a year, leading to around ten billion 
dollars for the new business developments in the third world, about ten thousand new businesses a 
year or so, yes? with each business employing about fifty people or so, the joblessness could be cut 
by fifty thousand people a year, and yet this is not a big ask. 


So, if people had more wealth, they would have a better lifestyle, and, be ready to worry about the 
humanitarian laws of the world, this would be where they are lifted off the basic standard of living, 



in lifestyle and wealth, where they see americana and first world cities in the media, think of how 
they would like to live like them, and then realize this goal, to a point, with a few differences, yes? 


When it comes to laws of the land we would find that the ways of the west are better because they 
allow more freedom for the people that are governed by them, these rights were fought for, or came 
about naturally - in the west, as is with everyone else, policies come through popular votes where 
the administration looks at their ability or prospects of gaining votes through passing policies, this 
obviously means the majority gets what they want nearly all the time, and, that this reflects the 
people's wishes in the country they are in, of course. 

So, why do we have surgical amputations and child brides in the third world? surely they would 
say that to be like them they need to do these things too and bestow rights on people for their own 
personal freedoms to manifest? like i said previously, the people of the third world, when they say 
they love america, they are saying they want a nice house and car and stuff, not the 'image' of 
america, germany or france. these policies are easy to pass and research as to the changes they bring 
- maybe they will adopt them, maybe they will not, but we must remember that the degree of 
progression between progressive parties varies or changes from region to region, okay? 

Maybe if the west wants to see more of the west around them, they should prepare summaries of 
how these policies have affected the various areas around the world where they were passed? this 
would speak to the leaders, whom, upon agreeing that the people should be consulted, could pass 
them into the media for the people to read about, and, then gather an opinion through social media 
or something, remembering that social media is only for about a third of the country. 

Why do people fear change this way? obviously it is better, i mean, we do it, yes? well, if we were 
to look at surgical amputations, for example, this means nobody will do these crimes and this is 
manifest in the statistics for the region regarding crime and other social disorder, with child brides, 
this happens so seldom it is like saying there is a b.p. oil spill every week - if some 'backwards' 
people want to take a child into their home to care for them, the child has all the representation of 
the country and tribe they are part of. 

Now, without dialogue there will be no 'progression from east to west.' this means the lobbyists, if 
they are serious, should not just condemn other regions for the way they are, they should try to 
change them as gently as they can - everyone likes to see change around them, they do not like to 
change themselves. 


Numercy replacing binary. 

Binary works on either on or off switches, but, if we want to save space, we could make more 
switches fit into one circuit, a circuit is used in binary to indicate if a byte is on or off, and the more 
you have on, the stronger the 'message' or charge is. if we were to make stronger circuits, we could 
vastly improve the charges carried, and, then strengthen the charge with one action instead of about 
six or so, so, the computers would be six times faster, theoretically from my side. 

So, how would we do it? would we make more hair like circuit bonders, or would we make them 
broader or thicker? the answers to this i do not have, but i can try to help with theory, of course, 
with graphics we could color code the circuits to display analogue colors directly to the devices of a 
computer, and, there are sixteen base colors which could be mixed and so forth, maybe with a bonus 
color of a seventeenth being white, to bring the tone down, yes? 



Now, for this to work, all we need to do is let analogue circuits play a role in binary, this is 
somewhere between what i wanted to do long ago, and new rational of what we have and how we 
can improve it, of course. 

This could be especially useful on the c.p.u. where all the calculations are done, basically, the c.p.u. 
counts up all the little bytes of information, and then processes them to come up with the answer to 
feed back to the bus, yes? well, with this new idea of mine, we could easily make the c.p.u. take 
information directly from the bus and count it as one chunk of data, to be kept together, as, usually 
it is taken in, broken down, then rearranged to it's old self, then broken down again, and so forth, 
until it gets back on the bus. 

~ For those of you laughing at the state of things, yes, it is a sad joke, we mastered the binary 
system and never thought of upgrading it, which is what i am trying to do presently, of course. 

So, we want to take the whole chunk, but there is no way to keep it all together, this could be made 
possible by having 'templates' for common things, where the whole chunk of data is kept together to 
be processed by the c.p.u. in a new chunk processor, of course. 

Now, if we want to make this work, we merely need to load a 'filter' physically or programming 
wise, let us try the physical circuit first? this would be where the filter is set by about sixty four bits 
of transistors, where they are there for ques, maybe [sixty four by sixty four] - coming to 4096 
circuits, of course. 

Half the battle could be won on the motherboard, in particular the bus. the bus controls the flow of 
electricity from device to device on those colorful lines you see on the mother board, basically, it is 
like a 'wire' inside the computer with plastic coverings and separators around them to make sure 
there is no direct contact, obviously insulating this bus with rubber would lead to higher data flows 
or current allowances and then we could super charge the bus to deliver a better charge to the 
devices. 

The devices are these bigger weirdo black boxes and stuff on the motherboard, these devices are 
more advanced circuits, basically, that regulate bigger operations than merely going on or off. these 
will be for regulating the operations of the computer, mainly with the device to device 
communications, as, it is not merely a set of circuits to control some things - some things have 
'more complex devices,' yes? these would be for storage for instance, the b.i.o.s. is the constant that 
you will find in every computer, this b.i.o.s. thing is there for the base operations of the computer, 
especially on starting the computer up, or, having a base for the operating system to load from, in 
truth, when you put your computer on for the first time, all it will have programmed into it to work 
from the start is the b.i.o.s. which stands for basic "input output system" where the 'computer' 
recognizes certain things being put in or loaded. 

There are other devices, like the ones for storing information or charges of electricity, while the bus 
merely counts and sends charges of circuits, the storage areas - those black chip things - store 
information, and this is call r.a.m. or "random access memory." these are actually chips that you 
place into 'chip holders' that connect them to the bus, what i was talking about was the black chips 
on the motherboard that store information, but the r.a.m. chips also store stuff, they will be like the 
'brain mass' of the human body, where everything is stored, while the c.p.u. calculates and counts 
very quickly. 


Maybe we could improve the computers more if we were to observe the electronics? electronics has 
had a separate path to computers, as their functions are specialized to certain things, and, this makes 



their chips specialized to certain functions, if we could incorporate or include some of these 
functions into the computer, it could simplify the computer no end. 

The first thing i want to deal with is power levels, which means we could learn from refrigeration, 
yes? if we could put a c.p.u. inside a freezer, a very small freezer, we could over clock it NOW as is 
to basically quadruple or times it's output by four or so, yes? this little freezer could be placed 
around the devices that would overheat, or, we could put a panel into the case that keeps the whole 
computer cool, of course, this function could be granted by replacing the fan with this cooling 
device, and, i know they get them into little bar freezers, so this will not be 'a big ask.' 

Then, we could also observe the graphics allowed by cell phones or high end digital cameras, yes? 
with this technology, we could NOW improve the output of graphics for the computers no end, 
replacing graphics cards with these mother boards, set into the board, this would not have to be 
converted much at all, if they need to be, and produce photograph quality graphics, yes? 

The sound, the sound! what can we do for the sound quality? we could easily get the little digital 
radios to take the chips out of them, reduce them in size with a miniscule amount of research, or, we 
could, from cell phones or those little hand held televisions, get the chip right NOW for them to be 
set into the motherboard and then have these quality sounds right away, yes? 

I hope you can see how these devices could add to the quality of the computers that are ready or 
being built right now? 


College maths. 

I have always preferred college maths to high school maths, as it is so much more satisfying 
understanding it, as, it has directly useful formulas for use in the 'maths using sectors.' this means it 
is actually more useful than those other formulas, and, as awlays, i am here to try to improve the 
state of understanding through my own methods. 

“ Originally Posted by https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cauchy-Riemann_equations 

Suppose that z = x + iy. A complex-valued function f(z) = z2 is differentiable at any point z in the 

complex plane.” 

So, to find the value of [z] you need to find, for any place you wish to place [z] how it has an equal 
value to the other places you place [z] as this is calculus, yes? 

This means that f = [x + iy] = z? let's look at the whole suggested example; 


f[z] = [x + iy] A 2 = x A 2 - y A 2 + 2ixy. 


Looking at this we can easily gather that x A 2 and y A 2 equals x * x = 2x * x = 4x, and the same for 
[y]. so, from the second equals sign onwards, we find that it means [2i 5x - 5y], 

So, [4x + 4i 4y] = [2i 5x - 5y] and the answer to that is [z]. i suppose the catch is finding where 4i = 
2i, which means that [4x + 4y] = [5x - 5y] = 2i = z. this means that [2i] = [z], 

* * * 


“[QUOTE]https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chapman-Kolmogorov_equation]In mathematics, 
specifically in the theory of Markovian stochastic processes in probability theory, the Chapman- 
Kolmogorov equation is an identity relating the joint probability distributions of different sets of 



coordinates on a stochastic process. The equation was derived independently by both the British 
mathematician Sydney Chapman and the Russian mathematician Andrey Kolmogorov. [/QUOTE]” 

“Originally Posted by https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chapman-Kolmogorov_equation 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cauchy -Riemann equations 

Suppose that { fi } is an indexed collection of random variables, that is, a stochastic process. Let 
[pi A n...,...,i A n=l [f A l...F A n]” 

So, now the equation is like this; 

p A i3il [f A 3 | f A l] = p A i3i2 [f A 3 | f A 2] p A i2il [f A l f A 2] df2. 

If we were to observe that [p A 32i = 32ip] * [32f] * [8p] * [8f] d * 4f, we would understand it is 
much easier now, yes? this means that [16p * 16f] = [32i] * [40p] * [300f], this means that d = 
372[ipf] - [pif] 196. 

* * * 


“Originally Posted by https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clairaut's_equation 

In mathematics, more specifically in mathematical analysis, Clairaut's equation (or Clairaut 

equation) is a differential equation of the form” 

“https://wikimedia.org/api/rest_vl/me. ..e75e6f5580fdc5” 

[y = x dy/dx + f (dy/dx)] is equal to [y = x * y/x + f * y/x] = [3x / 2y + f] = y. so, y = [2/3 x] + f. so, 
if [x = y], [f = l/3x], 

* * * 


I find my way of doing maths could be summed up as the process of elimination, if you were to 
observe that the way things pan out, i usually 'cross things out,' things that end up being one or so, 
you would agree that one is not worth writing down, of course, this means that the sum may be 
simplified by eliminating repeats or things that eliminate themselves. 

This is quite common in college maths, as the creators of the maths would list all things, maybe 
repeating them, to make sure they were right! think of a old man trying to teach the times tables - 
they would repeat them over and over until the students had the right idea about what the times 
tables were, yes? this would mean that they drilled it into you, and, you either remembered, you left, 
or you eventually remembered. 

So, with that in mind, the creators of maths must have gotten it into their heads that you need to 
take everything and include it. i remember when i was summarizing field theory from einstein, he 
had so many values in there that it was hell of a hard to work out. then, i came with basic science, 
being that [mass * acceleration = power] or something, and everybody said it was so easy then. 

Now, when eliminating a few values from the formula, the right way to do things is to look for 
weakness - do not worry about the order of the sum, just start eliminating as you understand it to 
mean, you must remember to eliminate in the brackets or outside the brackets though, as in the end 
all brackets fall away, so you might want to wait with that idea, otherwise it is pretty straight 
forward to see the sum come to a conclusion, and, then regard [x / y * x / y] as [2x / 2y], which 
equals [lx / ly], yes? 



